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(57) ABSTRACT 


Method for acquiring zero offset data from a marine seismic 
survey. Seismic data are recorded using source signature 
monitor receivers located very near the air guns or other 
sources (81). The recorded data are sorted into common- 
source gathers (82). A common trace is computed that is 
common to each gather (83). The common trace is subtracted 
from each trace in each gather (84), resulting in approxi¬ 
mately zero-offset data. 
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ZERO OFFSET PROFIEE FROM 

NEAR-FIELD HYDROPHONES 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

[0001] This application claims the benefit of U.S. Provi¬ 
sional Patent Application Ser. No. 61/164,208, filed 27 Mar. 
2009, the disclosures of which are hereby incorporated herein 
in their entirety by reference. 

FIELD OF INVENTION 

[0002] The invention relates generally to the field of geo¬ 
physical prospecting and, more particularly, to marine seis¬ 
mic surveying and processing of the measured data. Specifi¬ 
cally, the invention is a method for extracting near-zero offset 
traces from the signals recorded on near-field sensors that are 
typically embedded in air gun arrays. 

BACKGROUND OF INVENTION 

[0003] Subsurface reflection imaging as currently prac¬ 
ticed in the oil industry attempts to generate an equivalent 
zero-offset seismic trace by combining the energy observed at 
many receiver locations. Because of the source and receiver 
geometries used for marine seismic data acquisition, a seis¬ 
mic trace is never recorded at the zero offset. This is true for 
marine streamer, Ocean Bottom Cable (OBC) and Ocean 
Bottom Seismometer (OBS) acquisition geometries. Record¬ 
ing a zero offset or a very nearly zero offset seismic trace 
allows for more accurate trace interpolation for such pro¬ 
cesses as AVO (amplitude vs. offset) analysis and SRME 
(surface reflection multiples elimination), allows the identi¬ 
fication of near surface reflections and diffractions and pos¬ 
sibly allows multiple generators to be identified. The advan¬ 
tage of recording zero-offset seismic traces has long been 
recognized. In patent GB2172997, Mathison describes a 
method that allows the recording of zero-offset data. How¬ 
ever, Mathison’s method is designed for 2D seismic acquisi¬ 
tion. 

[0004] The vast majority of today’s marine seismic acqui¬ 
sition utilizes 3D geometries. FIG. 1 shows a schematic plan 
view of a conventional 3D marine streamer setup. Vessel 11 
tows seismic sources in the form of air gun arrays 12, and also 
tows receivers in the form of seismic sensor cables 13. FIG. 2 
shows a schematic plan view of a conventional 3D OBC 
acquisition setup. Because of the hardware used to tow mul¬ 
tiple seismic streamer cables (FIG. 1), the distance between 
the center of the source array and center of the nearest receiver 
group is typically lOOto 150 m. For OBC seismic acquisition, 
the source arrays are towed over and/or between the seismic 
cables 21 (FIG. 2). This has the potential to provide zero- 
offset traces; but shooting a seismic source directly over an 
OBC sensor can be expected to overdrive the sensor. Because 
of the potential for overdriving the sensors and because of 
other geometric advantages, OBC source points are typically 
located between the OBC receivers. Consequently the nearest 
source to receiver offsets available with OBC acquisition 
geometries are on the order of 25 m to 50 m. 

[0005] Typically marine seismic sources for streamer, OBC 
and OBS acquisition utilize two air gun arrays, as shown in 
both FIG. 1 and FIG. 2. The two air gun arrays are shot 
alternately (i.e. flip-flop fashion) during acquisition of seis¬ 
mic data. Each of the air gun arrays is typically composed of 
two to four air gun strings 14. Each air gun string typically has 


five to ten air gun stations. A single air gmi or a cluster of air 
guns is located at each air gun station. Such an air gun array 
arrangement is schematically shown in FIG. 3. FIG. 3 depicts 
a single air gun array composed of three air gun strings 31 
with seven air gun stations 32 on each air gmi string with a 
near-field sensor 33 located at each air gun station. 

[0006] As depicted in FIG. 3, common practice is for a 
sensorto be located at each air gun station. In current practice, 
the sensor is typically a dynamic pressure sensor which is 
referred to as a near-field hydrophone. The name near-field 
hydrophone, NFH, is an obvious simplification since each 
sensor embedded in an air gun array measures a myriad of 
signals when any or all of the air guns are fired. The name 
“near-field hydrophone” has come to be synonymous with 
any dynamic sensor placed approximately 1 m from the air 
gun ports that is used to measure pressure and/or particle 
motion or to measure analogs of pressure and/or particle 
motion. The term near-field is thus meant, among other 
things, to exclude the survey sensors 13 and 21. 

[0007] Near-field sensors are included in air gun arrays as 
one means of verifying the quality and consistency of the 
source signature generated by the air gun array (Parkes 1982, 
Ziolkowski 1997, Brink 1999, Hegna US20080175102). 
Examples of near-field hydrophone signals from two con¬ 
secutive shots are shown in FIG. 4. The data in FIG. 4 were 
generated using the air gun arrangementofFIGS. 1 and2: two 
air gun arrays, each array having three strings. The traces in 
FIG. 4 were gained using a common scalar so the signal 
amplitudes are relative from trace to trace. It is clear from this 
display that both the near-field hydrophones associated with 
the source array being fired (i.e. the active array) and the 
near-field hydrophones associated with source array that will 
be fired next (i.e. the inactive array) are dominated by the 
direct arrivals from the air guns being fired, including the air 
bubbles for the sensors associated with the active array. The 
direct arrivals from firing of the port array can be seen on FIG. 
4 at 41-44, being respectively direct arrivals at string S6 (41), 
at string S5 (42); at string S4 (43); and at strings SI, S2 and S3 
(44). The air bubble responses can be seen within ovals 45 
(bubble at strings S4, S5 and S6 from firing of the port array) 
and 46 (bubble at strings SI, S2 and S3 from firing of the port 
array). These direct arrivals obscure the subsurface reflec¬ 
tions, hints of which may be seen in the area 47 after time=100 
ms for the sensors associated with the inactive array. (The 
horizontal axis scale is time in ms.) 

[0008] One particularly effective means of using the near¬ 
field sensors to quality control air gun arrays is on a shot by 
shot basis to vertically sum (i.e. vertical sum and vertical 
stack are synonymous signal processing techniques where 
co mm on time samples from two or more times series are 
sli mm ed or averaged together to create an output time series) 
the signals from the near-field sensors associated with the 
active array and then to display these summed signals in a 
density style display with the signals sorted into port and 
starboard order. This type of analysis is shown in FIG. 5. The 
variations between the port and starboard arrays are associ¬ 
ated with variations in the individual near-field hydrophones 
and the condition of their associated analog signal paths. For 
this type of display, any significant variations in the array 
geometry or variations in individual air gun output will result 
in easily identified discontinuities in the display. 

[0009] A comparable type of analysis can be done using the 
near-field hydrophones associated with the inactive array 
(FIG. 6). This type of display is typically not generated 
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because after the arrival of the direct arrivals from the active 
array, the display is contaminated with what appear to be 
signals associated with the water bottom and the subsurface 
geology. The contamination of air gun source signatures by 
the water bottom reflection in shallow waters is well known 
for near-field hydrophones (Ziolkowski 1997 and Kragh 
2000) and for mini-streamers (Hargreaves 1984 and Amund¬ 
sen 2000). 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 
[0010] FIG. 7 is an inline view of a vertical cross section of 
a typical air gun source using two air gun arrays. If the active 
air gun array is treated as a single source and the near-field 
hydrophones associated with the active and inactive air gun 
arrays are treated as two receiver sets, then each activation of 
a source array defines two common midpoint locations. One 
midpoint location is directly below the active air gun array 
and the other is halfway between the two air gun arrays. Thus, 
sensor(s) embedded in the active array will record almost 
exactly zero-offset data, whereas the sensor(s) embedded in 
the inactive array will record data corresponding to an offset 
of maybe about 25 m; but the inactive array record will be less 
dominated by direct arrivals and bubble response because of 
the spherical spreading loss associated with the distance 
between the active and inactive arrays. 

[0011] An ability to extract the zero-offset trace, which is 
what the present invention provides, is of value for 2D and 3D 
marine streamer seismic acquisition. An even greater value is 
derived for 3D OBC and 3D OBS acquisition because these 
acquisition techniques use many times more shots per square 
kilometer than streamer acquisition. Having many more shots 
provides the ability to not only compute zero-offset traces; 
but it also provides sufficient data to generate a high density, 
zero-offset data volume. 

[0012] The near-field hydrophone signals associated with 
the inactive air gun array shown in FIG. 4 exhibit travel time 
delays. For each shot, it is possible to treat all of the individual 
near-field hydrophones as a small 3D receiver spread. Doing 
so would allow standard seismic processing to be applied to 
the near-field hydrophone signals associated with the active 
and inactive air gun array to create seismic traces for the two 
common locations shown in FIG. 7. In practice, standard 
seismic processing does not work well when applied to the 
near-field hydrophones associated with the active air gun 
array. The direct air gun arrivals are too large to be adequately 
attenuated. Standard seismic processing techniques will work 
when applied to the near-field hydrophones associated with 
the inactive air gun array; but the quality of the profile is 
significantly degraded by the level of standard seismic pro¬ 
cessing that must be applied to adequately attenuate the direct 
arrivals from the active air gun array. The present invention 
does not apply standard seismic processing techniques for the 
reasons discussed above. 

[0013] An alternate approach is described by Kragh (PCT 
Patent Application Publication No. W02008/025944A1) 
where an adaptive beamforming operation is used to isolate 
an initial or raw approximation of the zero-offset data set, 
then further processing steps are used to remove the near-field 
effects of the active air gun array from the data. As with the 
standard seismic processing approach, Kragh’s approach is 
limited by the attenuation and discrimination provided by the 
adaptive beamfonning operation. 

[0014] By acquisition specifications, the depth of the air 
guns, the inter-string geometry, the intra-string geometry, the 


air pressure and volume, individual air gun timing and the 
individual gun volumes are tightly constrained during acqui¬ 
sition of seismic data. The only unconstrained factor that 
affects the source array signature is the reflection coefficient 
of the ocean’s surface which can be expected to change slowly 
as a function of time. Observation of production seismic data 
has shown that when the primary air gmi parameters are 
tightly constrained, the air gun signatures are stable over long 
spatial distances and time intervals. The stability of the air 
gun signatures was addressed by Parkes (Parkes 1984) and is 
demonstrated by the consistent amplitude and timing charac¬ 
teristics of the summed near-field hydrophones shown in FIG. 
5. 

[0015] The present inventive method’s extracting of the 
zero-offset data takes advantage of the high level of constraint 
associated with air gun sources by estimating the signal that i s 
most common to a near-field sensor or some set of near-field 
sensors and removing the common signal from the individual 
near-field sensor signals. The primary signals recorded at 
each near-field sensor are: 1) the direct arrivals (i.e., the initial 
pressure peak and the bubble response) from each of the 
active air guns, 2) the surface reflection, 3) the water bottom 
reflection and 4) the reflections and diffractions from the 
subsurface geology. These signals are listed from the signal 
with the largest magnitude to the signal with the smallest 
magnitude. This ordering also corresponds to ordering the 
signals recorded at the near-field sensors from the signal with 
the most spatial coherency to the signal with the least spatial 
coherency. Given this ordering, if the average or median or 
first principal component of the near-field sensor signal is 
computed over a significant spatial distance, the computed 
average or median or first principal component will be domi¬ 
nated by the most coherent (i- e - most common) signal 
recorded by the near-field sensor. In general, the median 
near-field sensor signal is a better estimate because the 
median calculation inherently excludes outliers. 

[0016] The present inventive method is described herein in 
terms of an air gun source array; but it is equally applicable to 
any marine source where the source parameters are tightly 
constrained during seismic data acquisition and the source is 
made up of a collection of individual elements (i.e. the 
method is also applicable to water guns, sleeve guns, vibra¬ 
tory sources, etc.). The air gun arrays used in the examples are 
configured to align the initial pressure peak (i.e. tuning on the 
peak); but the invention is equally applicable to other air gun 
tuning techniques such as tuning on the bubble or Sosie style 
sources (i.e. pseudo-random impulse). The method can be 
partly or entirely automated to be performed on a pro¬ 
grammed computer. 

[0017] In one embodiment, the present invention is a 
method for acquiring zero-offset seismic data from a marine 
survey, said method comprising: 

[0018] (a) obtaining seismic data from a survey wherein the 

survey used one or more monitor receivers to monitor source 
signature, and the data obtained comprise a record from each 
monitor receiver, each record including data for two or more 
source-receiver offsets; 

[0019] (b) estimating a common signal present in each seis¬ 

mic data record; and 

[0020] (c) removing the estimated common signal from 

each seismic data record, thereby generating at least one 
record of substantially zero-offset data. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 
[0021] The present invention will be better understood by 
referring to the following detailed description and the 
attached drawings in which: 
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[0022] FIG. 1 is a schematic view of marine streamer seis¬ 
mic data acquisition geometry; 

[0023] FIG. 2 is a schematic view of OBC data acquisition 
geometry; 

[0024] FIG. 3 is a schematic view of air gun array with 
near-field hydrophones; 

[0025] FIG. 4 is a trace display of near-field hydrophone 

[0026] FIG. 5 shows a vertical sum of near-field hydro¬ 
phones for the active array; 

[0027] FIG. 6 shows a vertical sum of near-field hydro¬ 
phones for the inactive array; 

[0028] FIG. 7 is an inline view of a vertical cross section of 
a typical air gun source using two air gun arrays with two of 
the downward going travel paths indicated; 

[0029] FIG. 8 is a flow chart showing basic steps in one 
embodiment of the present inventive method for creating 
near-zero offset seismic profile from sensors embedded in the 
air gun source; 

[0030] FIG. 9 shows a vertical sum of near-field hydro¬ 
phones for the active array after median subtraction by gun 
station; and 

[0031] FIG. 10 shows a vertical sum of near-field hydro¬ 
phones for the inactive array after median subtraction by gun 
station. 

[0032] FIGS. 5-6 and 9-10 are black and white reproduc¬ 
tions of color displays. 

[0033] The invention will be described in connection with 
example embodiments. However, to the extent that the fol¬ 
lowing description is specific to a particular embodiment or a 
particular use of the invention, this is intended to be illustra¬ 
tive only, and is not to be construed as limiting the scope of the 
invention. On the contrary, it is intended to cover all alterna¬ 
tives, modifications and equivalents that may be included 
within the scope of the invention, as defined by the appended 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF EXAMPLE 
EMBODIMENTS 

[0034] FIG. 8 is a flow chart showing basic steps in one 
embodiment of the present inventive method for extracting 
the near-zero offset data from signals recorded by near-field 
sensors embedded in a seismic air gun source. Since the air 
gun source array with the embedded near-field sensors is 
being towed through the water, the location of the near-field 
sensors is somewhat spatially displaced with respect to the 
location where the air guns were fired. Typically air gun 
arrays are towed through the water at 5 knots (2.5722 m/s). 
For nominal water velocities, a water depth of 100 m and a 
towing speed of 5 knots, the near-field sensors would be 
displaced 0.34 m from the zero offset location. Although this 
distance is non-zero, the term zero-offset will be used because 
seismic data measurements at this very near zero offset dis¬ 
tance are a significant improvement over the 25 m to 150 m 
offsets that are available from typical production seismic 
geometries. 

[0035] Since the present inventive method depends on spa¬ 
tial coherency to isolate the most common signals recorded 
by the near-field sensors, a statistically significant number of 
shots must be acquired before the zero-offset can be 
extracted. At step 81, such data are recorded at the near field 
sensors in both active and inactive arrays. Once sufficient data 
are available, the signals from the near-field sensors are sorted 
(Step 82). The type of sort gather used is dependent on the 


number of near-field sensors and their positioning within the 
air gun arrays. Preferably every gun station should have a 
near-field sensor positioned near it. This arrangement allows 
the near-field sensors to be sorted into common air gun station 
order while still providing a statistically significant number of 
traces for computation of die common signal. Another natural 
sort order for the active and inactive air gun arrays is to sort 
the near-field sensors into common string order. A third sort 
gather that can be used is to sort the near-field sensors into 
common air gun array order. The common array sort order 
will work for the active array; but the effectiveness of the 
common signal estimation is degraded by the travel time 
differences observed for the inactive air gun strings. Persons 
skilled in the technical field will know of other gathers that 
can be used in the invention, such as super sets (multiple 
shots) or subsets (each string or sensor station is treated as a 
unique location) of the aforementioned. Having more traces 
in a gather tends to improve signal-to-noise, but the trade-off 
is more spatial uncertainty associated with the computed 
zero-offset data. 

[0036] Once the near-field sensor traces have been sorted, 
at step 83 the common signal is estimated for each of the sort 
gathers. This is done by, for example, computing the average 
trace value as a function of time, or the median trace value as 
a function of time, or the first principal component. The 
median trace may be preferred because the median computa¬ 
tion is less affected by outliers. Other methods such as 
trimmed means or trimmed medians can also be employed to 
compute the estimate of the common signal. As an example of 
picking the median or average trace, consider the direct arriv¬ 
als within oval 41 in FIG. 4. There are seven or eight traces 
within the oval. Selecting a median trace or computing an 
average trace to represent this direct arrival is straightfor¬ 
ward. One would then do the same for the other direct arrivals 
and for the bubbles. The common signal that is estimated in 
step 83 is in this example the sum of the traces selected or 
computed from ovals 41-46. 

[0037] Further explanation of selecting a median or average 
trace may be helpful to lay readers. This is a process per¬ 
formed one time sample at a time. Consider FIG. 4 again. The 
horizontal axis is time. The traces extend horizontally across 
the drawing, providing relative amplitude displays. The 
traces appear continuous, but actually are discrete samples, 
because data are collected in discrete time intervals, called 
samples. The samples are made large enough to give good 
statistics, but small enough to give good resolution. There is a 
trace for each monitor (near-field) receiver. In this case, the 
receiver configuration was that shown in FIGS. 1-3: two 
arrays 12, firing in flip-flop fashion, each array alternately the 
“active” array, then the “inactive” array. The arrays are 
labeled “port” or “starboard” according to the standard nau¬ 
tical terminology. Each array has three strings 14, e.g. SI, S2 
and S3. Each string has seven air guns 32, evidenced in FIG. 
4 by the seven data traces associated with SI and the same for 
each other string. FIG. 4 shows the near-field monitor data for 
two consecutive shots, labeled Shot N and Shot N+l. 

[0038] With this background, an example of selecting a 
median trace or some type of average trace is given next. This 
is done on a sample-by-sample basis. Consider, for example, 
a time sample occurring in the middle of when the direct 
arrivals 44 are being recorded by the port array monitors for 
shot N (or the starboard array monitors for shot N+l). Con¬ 
sider the bottom trace in FIG. 4 as an example. This trace is 
recorded by the monitor sensor for one of the air guns in string 
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SI of the port array. The traces amplitude in the time sample 
being considered is noted. Next, the amplitude for the same 
time sample corresponding to the same gun in the same string 
(SI) in the port array is noted for shot N+2, N-2, N+4, N-4, 
and so on, typically utilizing all the data acquired along that 
source line. None of these other shot records are shown in 
FIG. 4 for space reasons. If N shots were fired along the line, 
one now has N/2 numbers from which a median value is 
selected (or some type of average is computed). That value 
becomes the value of the common trace for the time sample in 
question, and that is how the common trace may be computed 
in step 83 of FIG. 8. The common trace will never be identical 
to any actual data trace; for example, the median value will 
invariably not come from the same trace for every time 
sample. In the example just given, the data were sorted into 
common station gathers in step 82 of FIG. 8. Extending the 
approach to common string gathers or common array gathers 
is obvious. The importance of the repeatability of each shot, 
and shooting long lines of many identical shots can readily be 
appreciated, particularly for the common station gathers, 
which provide the best spatial resolution. 

[0039] This process is typically repeated for every time 
sample to construct a common trace. As time increases to the 
right in FIG. 4, one can see the negative dip and bounce back 
that occurs in each trace in oval 44 (for example), just after the 
direct arrivals. This will readily be identified by the practitio¬ 
ner in the technical field as the reflection off the air-water 
interface, where a 180° phase reversal occurs. Note how 
consistently this occurs at every station monitor in the active 
array. Like the direct arrival, this is a common component that 
will figure prominently in the computation of the common 
trace, and hence be largely subtracted out at step 84 of FIG. 8. 
Similarly, all coherent features in the data become greatly 
attenuated by the present inventive method. 

[0040] The spatial interval over which the common signals 
are computed for each sorted gather should in general be as 
long as possible. Typical seismic line lengths of6kmto 18km 
are desirable. In cases where the source array geometry or 
hardware changes during a seismic line, multiple common 
signals will need to be computed for the seismic line. Reduc¬ 
ing the spatial length over which the common signal is com¬ 
puted degrades the estimate of the common signal because the 
effectiveness of the method depends on the subsurface signals 
being the least common signal recorded by the near-field 
sensors (because the subsurface signals, due to the relatively 
irregular surfaces of the reflectors, can typically be expected 
to exhibit a lower degree of spatial coherency then the direct 
arrivals, surface reflections and water bottom reflections). 
[0041] Once the common signals have been estimated, at 
step 84 the common signal for each gather is subtracted from 
its associated gather, yielding the desired zero-offset data. 
Both the data from the active array sensors and the data from 
the inactive array sensors are useful. The former have mini¬ 
mum offset, but the latter have better signal-to-noise. The 
inventive method can be considered to be finished at this 
point. However, it is often desirable to sum the individual 
traces. Summing improves the signal-to-noise ratio but 
increases the positional uncertainty of the summed trace. If 
this alternative is selected, at step 85, the resulting data traces 
are sorted to gathers such as co mm on midpoint or co mm on 
shotpoint gathers. At step 86, these gathers are then vertically 
summed and displayed. Examples of such vertical sums are 
shown in FIGS. 9 and 10. These drawings are respectively 
generated from near-field hydrophones for the active array 


(FIG. 9) and the inactive array (FIG. 10). Each display is 
divided into the near-zero offset traces computed for the port 
and starboard source arrays. These profiles define three lines: 
1) directly beneath the port array, 2) directly beneath the 
starboard array and 3) a line halfway between the port and 
starboard arrays. The distance between adjacent points for the 
first two lines is the nominal shotpoint interval for the survey. 
For the third line, the distance between adjacent points is 
one-half the survey’s nominal shotpoint interval. 

[0042] FIGS. 9 and 10 show that the invention works. They 
are directly comparable to the data shown in FIGS. 5 and 6. 
FIG. 9 is the data shown in FIG. 5 after the present inventive 
method has been applied to remove the direct arrivals from 
the air guns. FIG. 10 is the data shown in FIG. 6 after the 
present inventive method has been applied to remove the 
direct arrivals from the air guns. The water bottom can be 
identified at approximately 0.06 s in these drawings. In these 
data displays, horizontal events that do not change across the 
figures represent the residual energy from the direct arrival of 
the air gun energy at the sensors in the arrays and from the 
reflections of the air gun energy from the ocean surface and 
the ocean bottom. These unchanging, horizontal events are 
more prevalent in FIG. 9 because these traces are derived 
from the sensors that are associated with the active array. In 
FIG. 9, the horizontal event around 0.2 s is residual direct 
arrival energy from the air gun bubble that the present inven¬ 
tive method did not completely remove, and the same occurs 
at 0.4 s. (As with any estimation and subtraction style signal 
processing, the undesired signal can never be perfectly 
attenuated. Additional signal processing may allow the 
bubble signals seen in FIG. 9 to be attenuated even further.) In 
FIG. 10, this horizontal energy is significant only between 0 
and 0.06 s. More of the direct arrival energy has been removed 
from the inactive array because the direct arriving energy is 
much smaller for the inactive array than for the active array 
(see FIG. 4). 

[0043] The invention’s ability to attenuate the undesired 
direct arrivals from the active air gun array is dependent on 
how well the principal source parameters (e.g. gun depth, gun 
geometry, air pressure, etc.) are constrained during data 
acquisition and on the spatial coherence of the desired signal 
(i.e. the subsurface signal). If the subsurface geology is struc¬ 
turally a series of perfectly flat layers, the method will 
degrade badly. Luckily the marine near-surface can generally 
be characterized as a rugose surface with sedimentary infill 
which creates a relative flat water bottom. 

[0044] The surface reflectivity and the water bottom reflec¬ 
tivity will vary spatially, but can generally be expected to vary 
much less than the near-surface geology. The present inven¬ 
tive method is essentially invariant to water depth. The water 
depths for the data in FIGS. 9 and 10 were approximately 30 
m. Experience has shown that the present inventive method 
produces near-zero offset data that, compared to conventional 
seismic acquisition, have a broader frequency band with a 
significant improvement in the definition of the near surface 
geology at greater water depths, e.g. approximately 100 m. 
[0045] The foregoing application is directed to particular 
embodiments of the present invention for the purpose of 
illustrating it. It will be apparent, however, to one skilled in 
the art, that many modifications and variations to the embodi¬ 
ments described herein are possible. All such modifications 
and variations are intended to be within the scope of the 
present invention, as defined in the appended claims. The 
examples given have mostly used the common twin array 



US 2011/0063947 A1 


5 


Mar. 17,2011 


configuration with its alternating active and inactive arrays. It 
should be appreciated however that the method can be applied 
to data from a single near-field monitor receiver, and hence 
the equipment deployed can be as little as a single source with 
a single monitor receiver located near by. 
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1. A method for acquiring zero-offset seismic data from a 
marine survey, said method comprising: 

(a) obtaining seismic data from a survey wherein the survey 
used one or more monitor receivers to monitor source 
signature, and the data obtained comprise a record from 
each monitor receiver, each record including data for 
two or more source-receiver offsets; 

(b) estimating a common signal present in each seismic 
data record; and 

(c) removing the estimated common signal from each seis¬ 
mic data record, thereby generating at least one record of 
substantially zero-offset data. 

2. The method of claim 1, wherein each monitor receiver 
was located according to a criterion favoring close proximity 
to a source being monitored. 

3. The method of claim 2, wherein said seismic survey uses 
survey receivers apart from the monitor receivers, said survey 
receivers being located farther than the monitor receivers 
from survey source stations. 

4. Hie method of claim 1, wherein the monitor receivers are 
either pressure sensors or particle motion sensors. 


5. Themethodofclaiml, wher l lly zero-offset 

means offset less than 25 meters. 

6. The method of claim 1, wherein estimating a common 
signal present in each seismic data record comprises: 

estimating a near-field source signature; 

selecting a sort order from a group consisting of common 
source array gathers, common source string gathers and 
common source station gathers; 

sorting each source signature into the selected sort order; 
and 

estimating a common signal for each sorted gather using 
for each time sample an average trace value, a median 
trace value, a first principal component value, or another 
statistical measure. 

7. The method of claim 6, wherein the sort order is selected 
based on balancing optimizing signal-to-noise ratio of com¬ 
puted near-zero offset data vs. minimizing spatial uncertainty 
associated with the near zero offset data. 

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the survey used one 
monitor receiver for each source, or source string, or source 

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the estimated common 
signal corresponds to a combination of surface reflections, 
water bottom reflections and direct arrivals. 

10. The method of claim 1, further comprising using the 
zero offset data in processing data acquired from survey 
receivers other than monitor receivers, and predicting hydro¬ 
carbon potential from the processed survey data. 

11. The method of claim 6, wherein removing the esti¬ 
mated common signal from each seismic data record is sub¬ 
tracting the common signal from each trace in each gather. 

12. A method for prospecting for hydrocarbons in a marine 
environment, comprising: 

(a) obtaining seismic survey data; 

(b) using a method of claim 1, which is incorporated herein 
by reference, to transform the survey data to substan¬ 
tially zero offset data; 

(c) using the substantially zero-offset data in processing or 
interpreting the survey data to transform the survey data 
into an earth model; and 

(d) using the earth model to predict hydrocarbon potential. 

13. The method of claim 12, wherein the substantially 
zero-offset data are used in processing or interpreting for 
trace interpolation for amplitude-vs.-offset analysis or for 
surface reflection multiples elimination. 

14. The method of claim 1, further comprising vertically 
su mmi ng co mm on midpoint or common shot point gathers of 
seismic data traces resulting from (c). 

15. The method of claim 1, wherein the monitor receiver 
seismic data records used are limited to one monitor receiver 
seismic data record per source shot. 




